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Re: Notice to Members 
Dear Members 
A. introduction 


As you might be aware, our firm acted for Adrian Brennock and Phillip Dixon in respect to 
defamation proceedings commenced against Ms Gillian Norman in the Supreme Court of New 
South Wales. As you will be aware, genesis to that proceeding concerned a large number of 
(what the Court agreed were) defamatory publications made by Gillian Norman (a.k.a. Gi 
Linda). 


Those defamatory publications concerned, principally, allegations that our clients had colluded 
with others in the fraudulent marketing of certain investments. Ms Norman caused the 
defamatory publications to be published and circulated, principally, through an online 
forum/blog. Our clients have since succeeded in having the offending articles removed online. 


B. The Trial and the Judgment: 


In August 2019, there was a trial before Justice Fagan in the Supreme Court of New South 
Wales. In April 2020, his Honour handed down his judgment and made findings in favour of 
Adrian and Phill. Adrian and Phill were wholly successful at trial. 


Damages in the sum of $200,000 were awarded to each of Adrian and Phill. To place that in 
perspective, a recent damages award to a high-profile personality (Rebel Wilson) was 
$600,000, notwithstanding the loss of earnings Ms Wilson said she suffered as a consequence 
of the defamatory publications against her. 


As to why an award in the sum of $200,000 to each of Adrian and Phill was appropriate, his 
Honour concluded!': 


“I have no hesitation in inferring that each of the plaintiffs has sustained significant 


damage to reputation from the publication of these defamatory Matters, 
particularly as a result of the imputations upon their honesty in business. They are both 
entitled to a substantial component of damages to vindicate their reputations and 


to signify that the defamatory accusations against them are without foundation. 
Both plaintiffs have demonstrated, from the manner in which they gave evidence, that 


they have suffered significant hurt to feelings.” 
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Ms Norman was ordered to pay our clients’ costs. Our clients have taken steps to initiate 
bankruptcy proceedings against Ms Norman. 


C. The Injunction: 


In May 2021, a permanent injunction was ordered against Ms Norman. The effect of the order 
was to preclude Ms Norman from making publications that carried the same imputations of the 
matters complained of in the 2019 proceeding and which Justice Fagan had concluded were 
defamatory. 


In imposing the Injunction, his Honour held?: 


“I find that there is a substantial risk that the defendant will continue to publish or republish 
the defamatory Matters or other content to similar effect. This risk is indicated by the 
continued publication of material notwithstanding the interlocutory injunctions and also by 
what | perceive to be an irrational attitude of the defendant [being Ms Norman] towards 
the plaintiffs. Her persistence in the defence of truth, in the absence of evidence, is a 
strong indication of her fixated, crusading belief that they are fraudsters.” 


D. Contempt Proceedings: 


Ultimately, and unfortunately, his Honour’s premonitions as to Ms Norman’s intentions have 
been realised. Despite the Injunction, in May and June 2020 Ms Norman published further 
defamatory material online. 


In July 2020, our clients commenced contempt proceedings against Ms Norman. Despite (a 
later abandoned) constitutional challenge by Ms Norman, the contempt proceeding was heard 
before Justice Sackar on 14 May 2021. 


On 18 June 2021, his Honour delivered his judgment in the contempt proceedings. 


His Honour found that beyond reasonable doubt, 6 articles published by Ms Norman conveyed 
those imputations that Ms Norman was precluded from publishing in accordance with the 
Injunction. 


His Honour has invited the parties to make submissions as to the appropriate penalty, which 
might include a term of imprisonment. 


E. Moving Forward: 


Phill and Adrian have been the victims of sustained personal online attacks for many years. 
Those attacks continue, despite the findings of Justice Fagan, the Injunction being ordered 
and most recently the decision of Justice Sackar that Ms Norman is in contempt of court. 


Our clients have done everything required of them by the law in circumstances such as this 
including commencing defamation proceedings, prosecuting those proceedings to trial, 
obtaining judgment (vindicating their good names), obtaining injunctions to prevent future 
damage (both to themselves but also the Community in general), prosecuting an application 
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for contempt on account of Ms Norman's breach of the Injunction. Our clients will continue to 
vindicate their good name and strive to ensuring the Community's vision is realised. 


F. Court Documents: 


Enclosed are the following documents: 


1. 


Amended statement of claim filed in the matter of Brennock, Dixon and Ors v Norman 
and Anor (Proceeding); 


Judgment of his Honour Justice Fagan sitting in the trial division of the Supreme Court 
of New South Wales dated 8 April 2020 published in the Proceeding; 


Orders of his Honour Justice Fagan imposing a permanent injunction against Ms 
Norman from publishing content founds to be defamatory (Injunction); 


. Amended Statement of Charged filed with the Supreme Court of New South Wales on 


4 September 2020; 


Judgment of his Honour Justice Sackar of the Supreme Court of New South Wales 
dated 18 June 2021 finding that Ms Norman had breached the terms of the Injunction 
and was in contempt of the Court. His Honour has invited the parties to make 
submissions as to penalty. It is expected that those submissions will be filed in the 
coming days and thereafter a hearing date will be set for Ms Norman's sentencing. 


We invite any Community member to contact the writer should they wish to discuss any matter 
raised herein. 


Yours faithfully 
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we 
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Billy Fitzgerald 
Partner - Head of Brisbane 
Rose Litigation Lawyers 


billy@roselitigation.com.au 





